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- The MAiUNG DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 

rerioci for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION ~ 

■ ffters'l$"firLXTrqVn!rf)'f ^^"^ '■^^^<^' "° ™y 3 -^Ply be Umely filed 

aner t>iA (b) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication ' ' j 

' I NO ^ZrJ!^ ^"^"'"^^ I'^r '!f ''^'"y "^y^' ^ ^^P'y '•'e statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timelv 

status 

1 Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on 03 >^jpr// 2003 . 
2a)[gl This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C D 11 453 O G 213 

Disposition of Claims ' 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim{s) 1-12 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)0 The drawing{s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staae 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4, Q ,,,,^,3^ Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

3 n ZZ" ""''^^r IT"' """" ^'^"■'''^ ^> ° °f p-'-' AppLl (PTo-i5ir ■ 

3) U Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Monopoli (5,036,166) in view of Bayles et al. (3,900,701). 

Monopoli discloses a fence tape (Fig. 1) for transmitting an electrical 
current, comprising an electrically non-conductive support structure (10), and an 
electrically conductive conduction structure at least locally exposed electrically to 
the environment, having at least two different, electrically conductive materials 
having mutually distinctive electrical mechanical properties, a first one (copper 20) 
of the materials having a better electrical conductivity than the second one 
(stainless steel 15) of the materials, and the second one of the materials having a 
greater resistance to tensile and bending loads than the first one of the materials. 
Monopoli also discloses the conductive filament having a diameter between 0.05 
and 1 mm. 
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Monopoli does not disclose the conduction structure comprising at least one 
composite filament having a conduction zone made from the first one of the 
materials and a self-supporting zone made from the second one of the materials, 
wherein the conduction zone constitutes a core of the composite filament and the 
self-supporting zone constitutes a jacket which envelops the core. 

Bayles et al. discloses an electrical wire comprising a composite filament 
(10) which has a conduction zone (copper, col. 2, line 35) made from a first one of 
two materials and a self-supporting zone made from a second one (stainless steel) 
of the two materials, wherein the conduction zone constitutes a core of the 
composite filament and the self-supporting zone constitutes a jacket which 
envelops the core. Bayles et al. also discloses the conduction zone being in 
adhesion-free contact with the support zone, the composite filament having a 
cross-sectional area of which at least 5% forms part of the support zone. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to use the composite 
filament as taught by Bayles et al. for the conductive filaments (15 and 20) of 
Monopoli since the composite filament taught by Bayles et al. has high 
temperature resistant properties (col. 2, lines 31-32). 
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Response to Arguments 

3 . Applicant's arguments filed April 3"^ 2003 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that Monopoli is directed to a fence tape, 
while Bayles et al. is directed to an electrical cable, the test for obviousness is not 
whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the 
structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be 
expressly suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the test is what the 
combined teachings of the references would have suggested to those of ordinary 
skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

In response to applicant's argument that Bayles et al. is nonanalogous art, it 
has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's 
endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with 
which the applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for 
rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 
USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Bayles et al. is in the field of 
applicant's endeavor, electric lines. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized 
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that any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based 
upon hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge 
which was within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was 
made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's 
disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 



Summary 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time poHcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will 
be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Communication 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Chau N Nguyen whose telephone number is 
308-0693. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Dean Reichard can be reached on (703) 308 3682. The fax 
phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are (703) 305 3432 for regular communications and (703) 305 1341 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
308-0956. 



Chau N Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
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